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1. Overall Description:
RAN4 thanks RAN1 for the LS on SCell dormancy. In the LS RAN1 requested RAN4 to inform RAN1 about the discussions/agreements in the RAN4 for the questions mentioned in the LS. RAN4 had discussed the LS and the RAN4 response is provided below. 
Q1. RAN1 requests RAN4 to inform RAN1 of the current RAN4 agreements/discussion (if any) for below cases including whether RAN4 is developing RF/RRM requirements for these cases
a. Case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received on primary cell within first three symbols of a slot, and indicates a BWP change on SCell(s) with same/different SCS as that of primary cell
b. Case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received on primary cell later than first three symbols of a slot, and indicates a BWP change on SCell(s) with same/different SCS as that of primary cell.

A1: RAN4 discussed requirements when DCI carrying SCell dormancy indication is received before X symbols of a slot and after X (=3 or 7) symbols of a slot. If DCI is received after first X symbols, RAN4 in principle agreed to extend the delay requirement by 1 slot. However, since there was no agreement yet in RAN1 to introduce triggering of DCI with SCell dormancy indication on primary cell after first three symbols of a slot, RAN4 agreed to define requirements only for the case of DCI trigger received before first 3 symbols of the slot. If RAN1 agrees to introduce DCI triggering carrying SCell dormancy indication on primary cell after first 3 symbols of the slot, RAN4 requests RAN1 to kindly inform about the same so that RAN4 can introduce the requirements.  

Q2. RAN1 requests RAN4 to inform RAN1 if there are any differences in RF/RRM requirements between case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received with DCI format 2_6 and case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received with DCI format 0_1/1_1. 
A2: RAN4 discussed this issue and agreed that RRM requirements for case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received with DCI format 2_6 and case when DCI with SCell dormancy indication is received with DCI format 0_1/1_1 are same.
Q3. RAN1 requests RAN4 to inform RAN1 of cases (if any) where the RF/RRM requirements for switching between dormant and non-dormant BWP are different from the requirements for switching between two non-dormant BWPs, and whether the requirements for either of these cases will be  different from Rel15 DCI based BWP switching. 
A3: RAN4 discussed and agreed to define two set of requirements, that is general and optimised switching delay requirements based on the BWP configuration change between active BWP (regular BWP) and dormant BWP. When only parameters for PDCCH monitoring and CSI-RS reporting differ between regular BWP and dormant BWP, RAN4 agreed that BWP switch delay can be optimised w.r.t Rel-15 BWP switch delay. The BWP switch delay for the scenarios where optimised BWP switch delay requirements can be applied is Rel-15 Type-1 BWP switch delay.

2. Actions:
ACTION: RAN4 respectfully asks RAN1 to take above RAN4 discussion/agreements into consideration for the future work.

3. Date of next RAN4 Meetings: 
RAN4#97-e	26 October 2020 – 13 November 2020
RAN4#98	18 January 2021 – 22 January 2021 (TBC)   
